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preparatory curriculum in high school. The use of AP exams
to gain college credit in high school has also increased, al-
though research has shown that some colleges are less likely
to award AP credit now than in the past. College-level
remediation is also on the rise, and policymakers are increas-
ingly concerned about the number of students needing to take
remedial courses in college. The impact of these changes on
the S&E pipeline is addressed in the next chapter.
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